REMARKS 

Claims 1-85 are pending in the present application. Claims 1,2, 6-19, 21-27, 29- 
38, 41-46, 72 and 75-85 stand rejected and Claims 3-5, 20, 28, 39, 40, 73 and 74 have 
been objected to. Claims 47-69 have been withdrawn and subsequently cancelled 
herein. Claims 1, 3, 4, 11, 17, 19, 20, 23, 28, 81 and 83 have been amended herein. 
New Claims 88-95 have been added herein and fall within the elected group. 
Reconsideration is respectfully requested in light of the present amendments and 
following remarks. The above amendments and following remarks are believed to be 
fully responsive to the outstanding Office Action and to render all claims at issue 
patentably distinct over the references cited. 

The Examiner has objected to the disclosure. This objection is respectfully 
traversed. Notwithstanding, Paragraph No. [0026] of the specification has been 
amended to change reference number 32 to 37. Accordingly, it is respectfully 
requested that the instant objection be withdrawn. 

Claims 1,10, 12-14, 17, 18, 21-23, 32, 81, 83 and 85 stand rejected under 35 
U.S.C. § 102(b) as alleged being anticipated by French Reference No. 2,120,326. This 
rejection is respectfully traversed. Reconsideration is respectfully requested. 

Notwithstanding, independent Claim 1 has been amended to Include certain 
elements of the objected to dependent Claim 5, notably that the lower beam of the 
structural reinforcement is raised adjacent the fore-and-aft extending centerline of the 
vehicle. In contrast, the cited reference does not teach the presently claimed invention, 
especially as amended. 
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Objected to dependent Claims 3 and 4 have now been placed in independent 
form essentially including the majority of features of the base independent Claim 1 
therein. 

Furthermore, independent Claim 17 has been amended to essentially include the 
features of the objected to dependent Claim 20 by stating that the structure includes at 
least two crossing diagonal beams. In contrast, the cited reference does not disclosed 
the presently claimed Invention, especially as amended. Objected to dependent Claim 
28 has been amended to essentially include almost all of the features of its base 
Independent Claim 17. 

Moreover, independent Claim 81 has been amended to add the step of mounting 
a convertible roof to the automotive vehicle. Support for this amendment can be found 
within the originally filed Paragraph Nos. [0026] and [0027] of the present application. 
In contrast, the cited reference does not teach this feature. In contrast, mounting a 
convertible roof to the vehicle would defeat the stated desire to employ the stationary 
roof-mounted cross bar T2 of the French reference. 

With regard to exemplary dependent claims, it Is noteworthy that the cited French 
reference does not disclose a unibody construction (see Claim 22), door hardware 
directly mounted to the structure (see Claim 23) and a hollow center for the members 
(see Claim 83, as it is unclear if the box section of the French reference is filled or not). 
Accordingly, it is respectfully requested that the instant rejection be withdrawn. 

Claims 2, 19 and 82 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. §1 03(a) as allegedly being 
unpatentable over the French Reference No. 2,120,326 in view of Wolf et al. Claims 6, 
7, 11, 24, 25, 29 and 30 have been rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as allegedly 
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being unpatentable over French Reference No. 2,120,326 in view of Hussanini et al. 
(U.S. Patent Publication No. 2005/0067451). Additionally, Claims 8, 9. 26 and 27 have 
been rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as allegedly being unpatentable over French 
Reference No. 2,120,326 in view of German Patent No. 19916849. The Examiner has 
rejected Claims 15 and 33 under 35 U.S.C. §1 03(a) as allegedly being unpatentable 
over French Reference No. 2,120,326 in view of Smith. Claims 16 and 31 stand 
rejected under 35 U.S.C. §1 03(a) as allegedly being unpatentable over French 
Reference No. 2,120,326. These rejections are respectfully traversed. The originally 
filed claims are believed to the patentably distinct over the cited references. There is no 
suggestion or motivation to combine these references as suggested by the Examiner. 
Furthermore, it appears that hindsight reasoning is being improperly used given the 
present invention as a template. For example, improperly reengineering the French 
reference in a manner to include the portable DVD player of Hussanini would cause the 
brace E of the French reference to interfere with the housing 1 of Hussanini mounted to 
the back of the front passenger seat. The brace E would also obstruct the rear seat 
passenger from being able to view the seat-mounted DVD player. 

It is also noteworthy that combining the French reference with Wolf (presumed to 
be U.S. Patent No. 5,788,322, although the Office Action is unclear in this regard) will 
defeat the stated purpose of Wolf at column 1 , lines 38-46, where it is desired to attach 
and transmit forces from the spring strut receiving devices at the rear of the chassis. 
Furthermore, both the French reference and German 19916849 appears to be 
nonenabling for their intended purposes, whether they are combined or not. Moreover, 
combining the convertible roof of Smith with the French reference would defeat the use 
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of cross bar T? of the French reference and would also lead to significant structural 
instability and poor handling of the vehicle in use. The cross bar T2 would also interfere 
with operation of a convertible roof. Finally, the hydroformed metal feature of Claims 16 
and 31 should be given patentable weight and no reference has been cited which 
teaches, suggests or motivates these claimed combination of these features. 
Accordingly, it is respectfully requested that all of these rejections be withdrawn. 

The Examiner has rejected Claims 34, 41-45, 70 and 75-79 under 35 U.S.C. 
§ 103(a) as allegedly being unpatentable over French Reference No. 2,120,326 in view 
of Smith (U.S. Patent No. 2,079,232). This rejection is respectfully traversed. It is 
believed that the originally filed claims are patentably distinct from the cited references. 
The Examiner's official notice is respectfully challenged as lacking support in the 
presently claimed combination of features. 

First, the cited references do not teach the claimed "substantially hollow" upper 
beam of independent Claim 34. It is unclear if the box beam of the French reference is 
hollow or filled, and the French reference is not enabling with regard to how a box would 
be created given the illustrated, non-uniform, single piece shape shown for brace E. 

Second, removing the stationarv roof of the French reference to accommodate 
the convertible roof of Smith would defeat the desired use of cross bar T? of the French 
reference . The cross bar T2 would also interfere with operation of a convertible roof. 
Thus, such radical, hindsight reengineering should not be employed by combining these 
references. 

Third, there is no suggestion or motivation to combine the cited references. 
Solely with regard to independent Claims 34 and 70, both claims employ at least one 
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front passenger door opening and at least one rear passenger door opening in addition 
to a convertible roof. It is noteworthy that in the attached November 29, 2004 
Automotive News article, Trevor Creed, Chrysler's Senior Vice President of Design, 
taught awav from the present invention by stating 'lour doors and a convertible top don't 
lead to good, rigid bodies." However, in January of 2005, ASC first unveiled its drivable 
concept vehicle named the "Helios" at the Detroit North American International Auto 
Show. This Helios vehicle had the detailed reinforcement structure disclosed in Figures 
21-26 and 35 of U.S. Serial No. 10/979,873 (a CIP of the present application). These 
noted figures of the CIP are covered by at least the present independent Claims 34 and 
70. At the North American International Auto Show, the Helios vehicle received the 
2005 North American International Auto Show Car of the Year Award and the attached 
May 2005 Motor Trend article stated "the unique cross-car beams that support the B- 
pillars and enable the Helios to pass side-impact crash tests and the double-skin tunnel 
that provides longitudinal stiffness" (see third page, right column). The author of this 
Motor Trend article took the vehicle for a road test and stated "the Helios drives like, 
well, a regular Chrysler 300C" (see fourth page, middle column), and "the Helios feels 
remarkably solid: Steep angled driveways and ramps fail to produce any creaks or 
groans, and the doors don't rattle in their apertures. . . . It's damned impressive" (see 
fourth page, right column through fifth page, right column). Thus, the present invention 
achieved what those skilled in the art did not believe was commercially possible. These 
secondarv considerations of nonobviousness are significant . Accordingly, it is 
respectfully requested that the instant rejection be withdrawn. 
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Claims 35. 36 and 71 have been rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as allegedly 
being unpatentable over French Reference No. 2,120,326 in view of Smith and 
Hussanini et al. Furthermore, Claims 37, 38 and 72 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 
103(a) as allegedly being unpatentable over French Reference No. 2,120,326 in view of 
Smith and German Patent No. 19916849. These rejections are respectfully traversed. 
It is believed that the originally filed claims are patentably distinct from the cited 
references. There is no suggestion or motivation to combine the references as cited as 
previously discussed hereinabove. Accordingly, it is respectfully requested that the 
instant rejections be withdrawn. 

The Examiner has rejected Claim 46 under 35 U.S.C. §1 03(a) as allegedly being 
unpatentable over French Reference No. 2,120,326 in view of Lancia (U.S. Patent No. 
1 ,694,546). This rejection is respectfully traversed. It is believed that the originally filed 
claim is patentably distinct from the cited references. There is no suggestion or 
motivation to combine the references as suggested by the Examiner. Such radical, 
hindsight reengineering is inappropriate and would defeat the purposes of the cited 
references. For example, the central post Ei of the French reference would need to be 
removed or significantly altered in order to account for a floor tunnel. It is also 
noteworthy that Lancia does not teach, suggest or motivate that a central floor tunnel is 
"attached" to the structural reinforcement as is presently claimed. Moreover, neither of 
the cited references teach "a substantially hollow upper beam" of the base independent 
claim. Accordingly, it is respectfully requested that the instant rejection be withdrawn. 

Claims 2 and 19 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. §1 03(a) as allegedly being 
unpatentable over French Reference No. 2,120,326 in view of Wolf et al. This rejection 
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is respectfully traversed. It is believed that the originally filed claims are patentably 
distinct from the cited references. It is also unclear as to which Wolf reference is being 
applied. There is no suggestion or motivation to combine the references as cited. 
Notwithstanding, this rejection is deemed moot in light of the amendments to the base 
independent claims. Accordingly, it is respectfully requested that the instant rejection 
be withdrawn. 

Finally, Claim 84 has been rejected under 35 U.S.C. §1 03(a) as being allegedly 
being unpatentable over French Reference No. 2,120,326. This rejection is respectfully 
traversed. It is believed that the originally filed claim is patentably distinct from the cited 
reference. The Examiner's official notice is respectfully challenged as lacking support in 
the presently claimed combination of elements. In fact, it would not have been well 
known nor obvious how to automate the stationary roof with cross bar T2 of the French 
reference. Accordingly, it is respectfully requested that the instant rejection be 
withdrawn. 



application is in condition for allowance. Accordingly, it Is requested that the Examiner 
pass the case to issue at his earliest convenience. 



In view of the instant amendments, it is submitted that the present 
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TNs 300C convertible is not just aw 
! glittery shaw pdny—jf s designed t© 
' put yoy fo©h3nd tm ^^r^. 
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r^oed reai-diive d^_.^ The technology 
Lnd n is simple and ef ecu*^ and hackee 
ISC's 21 years" ttxpej»er:ce engmeenng 
buJding converiihles for such 
makseis as Tcv-oia. Njssan Mitsubishi 
GM Ard ASC boss Pau} Wilbur says if 
gwer. ihe green ligtii. a pnxxjcson 
ton o: *he HeLios could be situnu in 
^sler shcr/TOOTHS m IS months :c two 
% priced benveeii S45.0CC and S50.000 

;TER, JUST m a?, 
collect the Hehos iTorn ASC's new 
forma design suidio m Kunungion 
:h l: s a cjuiet. anonyrr.ous buiidmg in 
idusiriai park full of quiet, snonymous 
iings "Vbu'd never guess the previous 
r.i v/as Porsche, thai this is the bmlding 
te the ongiia! Carrer<! GT show car— 



driven by V/alier Roh!i ai 120 mph for the 
2C02 Firui Shov/ pitfrnouonal video— v/as 
designed and buih 

Wilbur :s ur.deisiandably nen^us about 
cuiung U5 loose m hi5 newest baby Tne 
Hehos was put Together m nine moi:ihs last 
year. and. as usual, finished jus: m un:e to 
make Its v^florld debut at the Detroit shav in 
January. Aprirt from a handiu. of miles this 
.•nommg :he car hasn't nirned a v/heei since 
ii rolled Ln;c ASC s Southgate smdio outside 
Detroj: as a regular Sara; Jade green 3C0C 
sedan The odometer shows just 161 rniies, 

VViih a press of a button . the ftve-foot, 
eighi-nch mid-green, fully hned glass 
windowed son-top folds bacic into an 
l8-mch>long storage v;ell The complex 
artjculauon and careful packaging required 
to perform ihis feai account for one of the 




seven patents ASC has pending to cover 
technologies developed during the Heijos 
program Others cover the unique cross- 
car beams tha: support B-pilIars and 
enable itie HeLos to pass side-impaa crash 
tests and the double-skin center tunnel that 
pixT/ides lorgiujdmai stumess The compact 
roof storage v.^il noi orjy ensures nrnumal 
loss of trunk capaaty but. more important, 
reduces the amounr of tearjp and rev«>rk 
required at the roar of the car during the 
convars:on process 

There 3 300 pounds" worth of extra 
bracing and beefing m the Helios s body 
But that's less than Wilbur expjeaed the ca^ 
would need * We siarted of ivfmg to make 
a dual-cowl car because people said a four- 
door convertible couldnt be doner he 
says But a dualKXTwl would've stretched 
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the wheelbase ihree to ssx inches, 
desiroyuig the proportions and addinq 
fTi/er^ mcie waight ' ASC engineers lore a 
30CC io pieces lo analyse its structure, 
befone hiiting or. the cross-Car beam :dea 
as d possujle soluuon. Accoidmg :o the 
compui?r modelF. tne Hebcs is two thirds 
as sv£ a.s the Chr>rsler 3O0C sedan and 
beat5 ihe Mercedes-Bens CLK and the 
Lexius SC 430 convertibles in stiiictural 
ngidiHi'. Bu: no one has driven this car far on 
real^wodd roads. Were abc»ui -.c find out 
)usi he// good ASC s engmeeiB i^ally aie 

As IS typical of a shew/ car some ihmgs 
don't work The power steering wh'=«*? and 
pedsls don i adjust, the front v/mdofws are 
out to lunch, and the turn signals won't 
Oaah— ASC's had to raid some of the 300C's 
circuits to provide power for the roof 



sysieni. Bui the Hemi nres S'.veetly at the turn 
of tjie key Pull ihe shiner into D. flip off ihe 
e-biake. and ease ihis priceless one of-a- 
kind Chi ysler out onto the street. 

Fixsi surpiise It feok oidmary The Hehos 
-!T"'es like well, a regular Chr/sier 300C. 
mamly because, apart from ihe rco: mods. 
Chrysler Sebring front seats Chen 
mtegiciied seaibelts neaiiy solve ihe 
pioblenri of whei-e the belt top moiin: goes 
once you lop the B-pillar m htilP, and ?SCs 
OW31 custom-made 20-inch alloys us 
oiher//ise completely stock With ilie rco: 
and windows do^vn. you don't heai* a lot o! 
engine noise, so the muscular Hemi seems 
to ooze the cai from light to light as 
unobtru-avely as tlie head waiter vrforkmg 
the tables at the Four Seasons, lliere's 
relatively little disturbance Item (he ;vmd in 



the nront s?ats. even at freeway speeds It 
diSrezeni story \n the back, however, v/b 
the rush of -.vind from around the A-piil 
ensiUBS a breesy nde. ASC is' looking 
repnoniiag the pillars and ihe headei rai 
bensr nunage the airQcav and develop 
smaS wind deflectors that deploy &om 
sides of the &oni seats 

A rubbery shudder comes Dackihroi 
the steering colun^ai over bumps, causae 
pan by ihe impacls iran^nurted xtom 
suff, 4S-senes sidewall nn^s. The s 
pressures have been dr&pped ro 20 ps 
an ant^mpt to smooth liiings out but ihei 
no doubt that. like any convertible. 
Helios would feel belter on regular pro 
wheels and nres. like the 18-inch 
standard on ihe 300C Otherwise, i 
Kelios feels remarliably soHd. Stee 
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uli^ ca|» catted oilHiCtdfinto 6:^ 

dv to (Cir5«3ste fwlfe 

iwr^ «et sja:^ Rwjt oJ lb fc#a ct lb 

toi ^1 ras «ne© eciws ifte It's 

^ oM^ ezififfi9 cesle tiiitneJ tisd feto t!:? tzL^ 

are ncli:?d tc casi cv?m tM-^ feair . 
|rkfe0 ih« full nz^ cf trcnt-seal tra-n'^ end 
ps^n;^! feci spate. Sni!2» aos-<2j f^n^BmerU 
f {hz tern eszh cu^.'on piin/^ 
ji:^ $ifie-LTi^2«t juajsclraa Unifeneath tttjui, a 



^ tft2'toi^ juoa©? $iin^^ of 
je.^ji'ji2f cash jiJnBkUcMivitiici:! r&scrtins idlte 
'la^h3f4ir^j^ik;soicf tsiggf used. 

dw>:{:2f longH^t art: (biu -diwiptifeilgsi hanitop 5^ 
A new figdatw ir jstnioiiSly t^uws the limger («sr- 
toi ^asstaiJciJ^rd 2id donn on hq angt?, deaitRgttee 

isp, ij'^ih^rM te^ inches ia!!g latU b an IS-^ntb- 
i:*:3, !?r}74r^-tf:5€ty(«tii. :j aa^xfrl* 'd^ nisi 

toni twJ-r lids d ^5:2 Uii ^xoa fn^^ |cl!:r 3 Ihg 
t3p v;£irt5u.redr:7¥'i:Ttt!^ rL?i4inai ^Kva aid alt a 



ajigled dnveways and ramps fail to 
piTsduce any creaks or groans. ai:-i the 
doors don'i raifle in thar apertures For a 
car that's liicralh/ been driven sir iijht out of 
the shop without any ftne-raning. ns 
damned impressive. 

HeTno\u:j the roof doesn t harm the 
300C's swaggt^ri:*g style: If anyj^.g. the 
convert^Ie looks longen lo^^ver, and more 
elegant than the sedan. Key to the Helios s 
good looks is the beautifully iniegrated 
cover for die roof, v/hich carries the chrome 
betoe nghi around the cm- and includes 
small Thunderbird-style humps behind 
each rear>sea! headrest. Ralph Gilles 
couldn't have done n better. 

AltfiOii^ the deep central t j:-ael means 
It's strictly for four, there s not a convernble 
in the woiid capable of accommodanng 
ciaviAE m the rear as comfortably as the 
Helios. The rear seatbacks lecime ihnough 
a five-degree arc. dx\A there's plenty of 
room for your feet under the cross^car 
beams You don't notice it so much in the 
secian. bu; the pronounced rake in the 
beliline means the sheetmetal is almost 
shoulder high for rear p«3ssengei3. You get 
an all-around view r.u^r.g v/.tii the roof 
davn. But you also feel secure 

The technology that transforms a SGOC 
mto a convertible can be appljcrd to almost 
any fourdcor sedan— in faa. ASC u^^L-^y 
oa'ered u to Lmcoln bui was lUtneci dov/n 
Maybe that was meant to be. Maybe 
Chrysler the company thai ,^j./ented the 
great American sed4in, ^ bemg given the 
opportunity to also reinvent Jhe great 
American convertible. Come on D:eier 
destiny's ciliing o 
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TliTe spon vvngoii segaieiu jiiiuped 
17.6 pcrcciii.: lasi year, tallying 
1.754.B76 sales. GM has its toe in the 
vvaier: The Clievrolct Equinox has 
been a hit. the Cadillac SRX lias been 
well received in the press, and the 
Poiuiac Torrent will be added this 



Missed op port unities, poor execu- 
tion and the delay of a new-vehicle 
program have prevented GM from be- 
ing a major player. Styling issues with 
tlie Pontiac /\ztck and Buick Ren- 
dezvous, plus problems uidi die con- 
tinuously triable iransinission in the 
Saturn Vue. tire a few of the issues. 



^ --O--- I — — 

They screwed up their initial entries." 

Hali is a former GM employee. 

Spon wagons arc car-based, SUV- 
like vehicles. 

GM offered five sport wagons m 
2004 (see table above). The hot cojn- 
petiiors are the Ford Escape, l ionda 
CR-V and Pilot. Toyota Highlander 



da -based sport wai^on in 2006. fol- 
lowed by GMC and Buick sport wag- 
ons a year later. 

The Lambda-based spon wagons 
will be wide, have carlike features 
and emphasize comfort. A big V-8 



see WAGON. Page 30 




convertible is based on a stock Chrysler 300C. 

Chrysler develops case 
for a 300 convertible 



bruiser don't 
300 coattails 

are refreshing liie vehicle." 

Jim Midi, vice president of industiy 
analysis at AutoPacific Inc. in SoutJi- 
field, Mich., says a PT Cruiser face-lift 
is expected for the 2006 model v^ar. A 
redesigned model is likely to follow 
within two to three model years, Hall 
says. 

GhrN'sler repositioned the PT Cruis- 
er for die 2005 model year, removing 
content and reducing the base sticker 
price. That move is stabilizing the 
model until freshened product ar- 
rives, Murphy says. 

Chrysler sold 28,120 PT Cruisers in 
the first quarter. 

Pacifica sales are douni because of 
the strong perfomiance of the 
Chrv'sler Town & Country' minlvan. 
Murphy says. Through March. 20.084 
Pacificas were sold. 

The Town & Country was the 
Chr\\sler-brand sales leader in die 
first quarter with 43,849 units, up 41.2 
percent from the year-ago quarter. 
Minivan sales accounted for 28.2 per- 
cent of the brand's sales in the peri- 
od. The 300. with 36,252 units, gener- 
ated 2.3.3 percent of Chr>^sler-brand 
sales through March. 

Says Mtirphy: "Pacifica continues 
to stmggle hi our showrooms a litde 
bitwiihminivans."C!i3 

PhatNoise — 
et the movies 

bulion companies. 

•'The system is a hard drive that can 
play an^nliing," says Uplander Mar- 
iceting Manager Craig Struggs. "But 
riglit now there is no way you can 
legally download movies and play 
them in a car." 

The technolog\' to dow^nload 
movies exists. But Struggs says the 
movie industry has not created a way 
to prevent downloaded films from 
being transferred to other computer 
hard drives. Struggs said he hopes die 
problem will be resolved soon. 



see PHATNOISE, Page 53 



Mary Connelly 

mconneliy^craln.corn 

DETROIT — The Chrysler group is 
develop! tig a business case to deter- 
mine whether it will build a Chr>'sler 
300 convertible. 

Marketing and engineering groups 
are studying the Helios concept con- 
vertible created by ASC Inc. The He- 
lios is based on a stock 300C sedan. 

''There is nothing in the segment, ' 
says George Murphy, Chr\'sler group 
senior vice president of glob;d brand 
marketing, "h is an interesdng op- 
portunity." 

But Chr>'sler faces a daunting chal- 
lenge in building a four-door con- 
vertible — a rarity because of the en- 
gineeiing difficulties involved. In No- 
vember, Chrysler group design chief 
Trevor Creed said the company 
would not build a 300 convertible. 

Detroit unveiling 

Chrysler engineers were involved in 
the creation of the Helios, wliich was 
unveiled at the 2005 Detroit auto 
show. But Creed said simctural- 
rigidiiy issues precluded a produc- 
tion version of the 300 convertible. 

The company has no deadline for 
making a decision. Murphy sa)'s. 



Clm'sler has received "a lot of re- 
quests" for a 300 convertible. Murphy 
says, 

''It is more a teclinicid challenge 
than it is a marketing challenge." he 
says. 

But Chrysler will wait to deal with 
the engineering issues until a market- 
ing study is complete, says Burke 
f3rov\qi. chief engineer for the rear- 
wheel-drive product team. 

"Right now. Browm says, **miirket- 
ing is in the middle of their analysis 
asking, Ts this really something the 
wodd wants and needs?' " 

Creating structural rigidity in a 
four-door convertible is a long- 
standing industry challenge. If 
Chrysler succeeds, the 300 convert- 
ible will be the first four-door con- 
vertible since the 1967 Lincoln Conti- 
nental, according to ASC. 

Rigidity is an issue because remov- 
ing the roof eliminates much of the 
structure diat gives die vehicle body 
its stiffness. 

The longer distance between the 
front and rear wheels in a four-door 
vehicle makes it more likely the body 
will flex. 

Brown says the issue is: *1!ow do 
you make a car with that long a 



wheelbase very stiff and not give up 
all the ride comfort and handling? 

"I don't think diere is ajiyihing in it 
that is totally impossible. It is assess- 
ing what it will take." 

When it introduced the Helios, ASC 
said it had reinforced the car. 

Build decisions 

Additionally, Chrysler must decide 
how to build a convertible. 

"Do you take a whole car that is es- 
seniially a finished car and chop it up 
and throw away parts, or do you send 
out a partial vehicle?" Brown asks. 

ASC does not comment oti pro- 
grams with any customer, says Tin: 
Yost* a spokesman for the Southgate 
Mich., specialty design finn. 

ASC Stands by claims it made it: 
January regarding the struciura 
rigidity of the Helios. Yost says. 

In January, die company citec 
patent-pending "body-engineerinf 
advances, including an innovative 
cro.^s-car bulkhead, longitudinal tun- 
nel and underbody reinforcements." 

ASC said the rigidity of the Melioi 
would be better than exisring pro- 
duction convenibles. ASC also saic 
the Helios would meet federal side 
impact crash standards. OS 
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tl NEWS 



WHAT'S BETTER THAN A 198-MPH BENTLEY GT COUPE? TAKE A 
FIRST LOOK AT THE SEDAN VERSION, OR CONSIDER DROPPING 
THE TOP ON A CHRYSLER 300C. COURTESY OF AMERICAN SPECIALTY 
CARS (BELOW). OPPOSITE: THE BUZZ IN CONSUMER ELECTRONICS 



FLASH 



Vtfs inaugural wheels 

VVhether you're a blue state 
or red stale type, be sure (o 
Check out the Presidential 
Inaugural Parade Jan. 20, if not 
for a waving George W. Bush, 
then for the llmo in whtch the " 



ASC HELIOS 




•Prei wlji^fide. l^eiimo fe^^ i' 
bais^ oh the 200$ Cadillac 
DTS, so technically this is the 
first public appearance. oHhe 
latest Gaddy. The production .; 
DTS debuts at the Chicago 
auto show m February. 

Rsker Coachbuild 

Henrif R^er iand Bemhafd . . 
Koehler have left Ford's Global 
. Advanced^ Design Studio in 
livine^ California, to si^; Rsker 
Coiadtbuild, to designand 
manufacture ilrnlted-editfbrv 
WgH-end sports cars. Fisker 
was director of the Global ' 
•Advanced Design Studio. He 
.was also dlrectocof design 
for Aston Martin and an Aston^ 
■board me(T4)^pi^iK^^ V^^i;: s 
, director of biraness:and dperar 
■ Ibns at th8:GI6baJ Advanced V 
I Design Studio.:The first Bskef 
Coachbuild c^ir isexpected to 
' be shown later this year. V 

Ratting out the Ragster 

\ We can*t say vye're down 
^with the name of Ufe Volks- 
• wafgen Rag^r&ncept, 



.^iL GOINGS-ON 



^Online: Maximum Detroit 
: ^uto show coverage 



DOn deck: The first look 
deep inskle Jaguar's Detroit 
<y^cept,aifysler300C 
SRT-8 drive 



NORTH AMERICAN CAR OF THE YEAR GOES CONVERTIBLE 



S 



OME HISTOIUCAL 
cycles seem like they 
happen too often: 
Hip-huggers. Dickies. 
Sun<;kyand Hutch. The world 
can credit American Sj^cialty 
Cars with the latest revival 
from the past, the Chr>'sler 
300C'based ASC Helios. 

The Helios is a full-size, 
four-seat; four-door American 
convertible, the first on these 
shores since the demise of the 
1967 Lincobi Continental 
Conveiciblc. Since then, 
because of federal safety regula- 
tions, cars of diis ilk have been 
prohibitive to build. That was 
before ASC applied for seven 
patents ranging from a unique 
roof package system to a 
double-tunnel brace tliat 
allows Helios to meet or exceed 
structural rigidity mandates 
and crasbwonhincss standards 
in computer simulation. ASC 
has been working on Helios 
for more tlian a year. 

Though this is a 
project car only, and 
one that has yet to 
be approved by 
DaimlerChrysler, 
ASC executives 
say it could be in 
limited production 
less than two years after 
approval. ASC says this 
roadster renaissance can 



RETURN OF THE SPUR 

Bentley's much-anticipated luxury coupe-based 
sedan moves past the rumor stage March 1 at the 
Geneva motor show when Volkswagen's high-end 



be applied to other large four- 
dijor cars, Uke the Cadillac STS 
or Ford Five Hundred. 

Helios has some trick fea- 
mres. Its front-seat mechanism 
is motlified so rear passengers 
don't feel intrusion if die seats 
are pushed all the way back; a 
sLx-foot-plus passenger can fit 
comfoitnbly in the rear. The 
five-fwt-eighi-inch convertible 
top folds into an 18-inch open- 
ing, due to a unique system 
designed by ASC, Also, between 
the rear-rcclining bucket seaLs 
is an integrated console. A 
state-of-the-art Sony mitJtt- 
media and navigational system 
is imbedded in the front head- 
rests, which marks the first 
effort from a relationship 
between ASC and the Japanese 
consumer electronics maker 

A lattice- like frame beneath 
Helios allows for a framelcss, 
half-B-pillar opening; there is 



no "basket handle" extension 
that separates the front and 
rear passengers like an ill-fitting 
roll bar. The added structure 
increases the vehicle's weiglit 
by 300 pounds. During comput- 
er simulations the HeUos 
show^ed torsional-rigidiiy traits 
better than the jMercedes-Bens 
CLK cabriolet and Lexus 
SC 430 coupe/convertible. The 
company also says Helios' 
side-impact safety characteris- 
tics are comparable to its hard* 
topped 300 sedan brother. 

ASC officials have not said 
what Helios would cost. Con- 
sidering the hot-selling 300C 
sedan sells in the niid-S30,000 
range, SSO,OQO for a limited- 
edidon American classic 
doesn't seem unreasonable. 
The only question is which 
company will be first to 
reignite the flame? 

-DUTCH MANDEL 





subsidiary unveils the Continental Flying Spur. Like 
its 1 957 predecessor, a four-door version of the 
R-Type Continental coupe, the 2006 Rying Spur 
shares lineage with the 552-hp Wl2-powered 
Continental GT coupe (see 1 0 Hot Cars for '05, 
AW, Dec 13, 2004) that went on sale last March. 
Bentley won't say when its fastest sedan ever will 
go on sale, but we'd expect first deliveries by late 
2005. Look for our full report in next week's issue. 
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